


























Pennichuck Water Works, Inc. 

DW15-133 

OCA Set 1 to Pennichuck Water Works, Inc. 

Date Request Received: 06/02/15 

Request No. OCA 1-8 

REQUEST: 

Date of Response: 06/9/15 

Witness: Christopher Woodcock 

Reference: electronic copy of Woodcock exhibit CW, Sch. 2 Pro Forma RR tab, cell W16 (and note 
on cell WS). Please explain the meaning of this number and provide the source document and any 
workpapers associated with the calculation of this number. 

RESPONSE: 

This is the amount of Fuel or Power Purchased for pumping at the Water Treatment Plant from the 
February 2011 Study that was presented to the Commission by PWW. See Schedule 13 page 2 (37th 
page of the pdf file) 

This number is the cost of fuel/power at the treatment facility. We broke this cost out so that only 
the power costs associated with the Treatment Facility and Armory pumping station ($6300) are 
included in the costs allocable to Tyngsborough. Other pumping facilities are not used by 
Tyngsborough, so we eliminated those costs from the total pumping costs to derive amounts 
attributable to Tyngsborough. 
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R Pennichuck Water Works, Inc. 

DW15-133 

OCA Set 1 to Pennichuck Water Works, Inc. 

Date Request Received: 06/02/15 

Request No. OCA 1-9 

REQUEST: 

Date of Response: 06/9/15 

Witness: Christopher Woodcock 

Reference: Woodcock testimony, Exhibit CW Sch. 1, page 3. The schedule shows $10,518 in 
Customer Advances for Construction allocable (in part) to Tyngsborough. Please explain when and 
why Tyngsborough provided any advances to PWW. If Tyngsborough did not actually provide such 
an advance (that is, if the amount is the result of an allocation formula), please explain why it is 
reasonable to allocate a portion of such advances to Tyngsborough. 

RESPONSE: 

As noted in my testimony, we used the Company's most recent rate filing with the PUC (DW 10-
091) as the basis for this filing. Transmission and Distribution costs were allocated to 
Tyngsborough based on pipe that provides service to Tyngsborough (see response to OCA Data 
Request #7 - spreadsheet "Total Pipe 2013 PWW Page 89.xls''). For this pipe, it is unknown what 
amounts, if any, were Customer Advances for Construction. Some of the pipe!!!£!)'. have been 
advanced by others. Because we did not know if any was advanced, we continued to allocate a small 
portion of this line item to Tyngsborough. 
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Pennichuck Water Works, Inc. 

DW15-133 

OCA Set 1 to Pennichuck Water Works, Inc. 

Date Request Received: 06/02/15 

Request No. OCA 1-10 

Date of Response: 06/9/15 

Witness: Christopher Woodcock 

REQUEST: 

Reference: Woodcock testimony, Exhibit CW Sch. 5, page 1. 

RESPONSE: 

a. Please state the time period from which annual consumption was measured 
for General Water customers. 

b. Does the consumption (column 1) for the other contract customers 
represent actual annual consumption during a specific time period, or does it 
represent a contract minimum average day consumption? If the fonner, 
please state the specific time period and provide the contract minimum 
average day consumption. 

c. Why is the annual consumption for Tyngsborough the contract minimum 
average day consumption rather than the actual total consumption for 
Tyngsborough during the same time period for which other consumption 
data are shown? 

d. Are the Maximum Day and Maximum hour amounts for the other contract 
customers taken directly from PWW's contracts with those customers, or 
were some calculations or measurements used to develop those numbers? If 
the latter, please provide all calculations and measurements used to develop 
those numbers. 

a. With the exception of the amounts for Tyngsborough, these are the same amounts 
from the submission in DW 10-091 (see Schedule 7, page 1 of 2 attached to OCA 
1-8). The report indicates that it is an update of an April 2010 report. The 
consumption data would thus be from a period in that time frame. 

b. The consumption values are the actual values. 
c. Tyngsborough was not purchasing water from PWW during the time period of the 

other consumption values. Because the contract calls for Tyngsborough to pay for 
the minimum amount (section 6 (b)), this was the value that was selected. 

d. The Maximum Day and Maximum Hour values are based on the contractual 
amounts from each contract and are the same as those used in DW 10-091. 
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SERVICE LIST - EMAIL ADDRESSES - DOCKET RELATED 

Pursuant to N.H. Admin Rule Puc 203.11 (a) (1): Serve an electronic copy on each person identified on 
the service list. 

Executive.Director@puc.nh.gov 

achesley@devinemillimet.com 

amanda.noonan@puc.nh.gov 

carolann.howe@pennichuck.com 

donald.ware@pennichuck.com 

james.brennan@oca.nh.gov 

john. patenaude@pennichuck.com 

larry.goodhue@pennichuck.com 

mark.naylor@puc.nh.gov 

ocalitigation@oca.nh.gov 

rorie. patterson@puc.nh.gov 

scott.j.rubin@gmail.com 

steve.frink@puc.nh.gov 

tgetz@devinemillimet.com 

waynejortner@oca.nh.gov 

Docket#: 15-133-1 Printed: July 10, 2015 

FILING INSTRUCTIONS: 

a) Pursuant to N.H. Admin Rule Puc 203.02 (a), with the exception of Discovery, file 7 copies, as well as an 

electronic copy, of all documents including cover letter with: DEBRA A HOWLAND 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

NH PUC 

21 S. FRUIT ST, SUITE 10 
CONCORD NH 03301-2429 

b) Serve an electronic copy with each person identified on the Commission's service list and with the Office of 
Consumer Advocate. 

c) Serve a written copy on each person on the service list not able to receive electronic mail. 


